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Jesus was not a “Jew”! 


The “Big Lie” to the contrary is 
the pivotal point about which rotate the 
anti-Christ forces so energetically exerted 
throughout the world for the total destruc- 
tion of Christianity and all it represents. 


Countless devious methods are 
subtly employed for this purpose by the 
anti-Christ conspirators. The multiplicity 
of the schemes employed for this purpose, 
by the anti-Christ conspirators in their 
war against Christianity sounds incredible, 
but not to Christians who have investi- 
gated the subject to the extent justified. 


The anti-Christ conspirators are 
making capital of the “Big Lie” that Jesus 
was a “Jew” as the catalyst with which 
to transform their age-old dream into stark 
reality. Their aim for centuries was 
focused upon erasing Christianity from the 
mind of man and eradicating from the face 
of the earth every spiritual and cultural 


Christian landmark, without any exceptions. 


The anti-Christ conspirators are 
dedicating their lives and material resources to 
the achievement of their ambition. Their poli- 
cies and programs in every walk in life are com- 
mitted to accomplishing that aim, and at the 
first opportunity within their power to do so. 


The desecration and the ultimate 
destruction of the milestones in the march of 
Christianity is the purpose closest to the hearts 
of the anti-Christ conspirators. They justify the 
sacrifices they make as contributions towards 
the early attainment of their unholy aspiration. 


The’ anti-Christ conspirators appear 
to be winning the war they are waging against 
Christianity. Christians appear unaware of the 
danger which hovers over them. Christianity 
does not appear able to withstand the disinteg- 
rating action of this corrosive influence. How 
long before it is too late to thwart their plan? 


Christians must institute at once a 
more intensive and aggressive ideological counter- 
offensive. The feeble but courageous defense by the 
few Christians making the attempt invites de- 
feat. The trend must not only be arrested, it 
must also be reversed. Progress in the wrong di- 
rection must end, before if ends Christianity. 

The anti-Christ conspirators are the 
master-minds and the main-springs of the crit- 
ical developments throughout the world which 
portend such disaster for all mankind, excepting 
only themselves. The similar pattern of each one 
serves only to confirm the common origin of all. 
There can no longer be any mistake about that. 


The anti-Christ conspirators are now 
feeding the fuel to the flames which now threat- 


en to consume all mankind’s progress since the 
birth of Christ. Under their rule the liberty, 
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Red-led, anti-Christ, world-wide, creeping-conquest winning 
cold-war with strategy based on confusion of free-world 


freedom and dignity of the human individual is 


destined to disappear from the face of the earth. 
A society of slaves to the state will replace our 
Christian civilization founded upon the God- 
given inherent and inalienable rights of mankind. 


The subtle methods employed by the 
anti-Christ conspirators are so cleverly camou- 
flaged that Christians today are totally ignorant 
of what is actually taking place in the world. Un- 
less Christians wake up soon it may shortly be 
too late to avert the fate which is being arranged 
for them by the anti-Christ conspirators as per 
@ very positive program and a definite time-table. 


The Christian clergy, at the high and 
low levels, and Christian laymen occupying posi- 
tions of great strategic importance iu political, 
social and economic circles, zave long sensed the 
existence of this anti-Christ conspiracy. They 
appear to be well supplied with the facts which 
disprove the “Big Lie” that Jesus was a “Jew”. 


It is now growing very late. Christians 
still have time to speak up in the defense of 
Christianity, if they elect to do so soon. The 
shadows which coming events cast before them 
make it look as though this will be their last 
opportunity to do so. This opportunity may soon 
disappear, never to ever make its reappearance. 


Abraham Lincoln uttered words of 
great wisdom when he said that thase who re- 
main silent when they should speak are cowards. 
The fate of Christianity must not be allowed to 
remain exclusively in the hands of cowards. The 
fear of political, social or economic sacrifice 
must be removed as the psychological road-block 
which now threatens the survival of Christianity. 


To a far greater extent than real- 
ized, the Christian clergy has become the host- 
age of the anti-Christ conspirators. The Chris- 
tian clergy fear the renewed smear‘of Christi- 
anity. They know their penalty for publicly air- 
ing the “Big Lie” that Jesus was a “Jew”. Their 
fears are founded on fact. Public discussion by 
Christian clergy of the “Big Lie” that Jesus was 
a “Jew” would automatically set into motion a 
renewed smear campaign against all Christianity. 


The anti-Christ conspirators have in 
fact decreed a “taboo” on discussion of the “Big 
Lie” that Jesus was a “Jew.” This prohibition 
inhibits Christian clergy with the force of an 
edict by the church hierarchies. From a practical 
point of view, their discretion may display bet- 
ter judgment than valor might at this moment. 


The facts which follow are the re- 
sult of the lifetime research by the world’s most 
competent authorities on this subject. The facts 
which are stated here may be disputed, they 
may also be denied, but they can never be dis- 
proved. The following facts are all accepted 
universally without question by every leading 
historian, theologian, archeologist, philologist, 
and anthropologist today, as self-evident truths. 


Read and pass on! 


“All the News 
Kept Out of Print” 


The facts which follow will disprove 
the “Big Lie” that Jesus was a “Jew”. These 
same facts are the foundation upon which Chris- 
tianity erected the structure which has exerted 
the most vital civilizing force ever to impress its 
influence upon mankind. Christian civilization is 
the application of the teachings of Jesus to all. 
Modern civilization dates from the advent of Jesus. 


Christians search their souls in vain 
to find the answer why the anti-Christ conspir- 
ators insist that Jesus was a “Jew” in the sense 
upon which they lay so much stress. Christians 
have queried themselves without success to dis- 
cover the answer. ‘The answer will be found in 
an understanding of their sinister conspiracy. 


The anti-Christ conspirators have 
come to the conclusion that the “Big Lie” that 
Jesus was a “Jew” is their most effective secret- 
weapon in the war they are waging to destroy 
Christianity. This fact is confirmed by an abun- 
dance of evidence. Their attitudes and activities 
supply the proof which establishes their guilt. 


Jesus was not a “Jew.” Jesus was a 
Judean. During the lifetime of Jesus here on 
earth, there were never persons described as 
“Jews” anywhere. That fact is supported by 
theology, history, and science. That fact is in- 
contestable. “Jews”, by any name, did not exist. 


The distinction and the difference 
betwen Judean and “Jew” may not be apparent 
or evident at first glance. But the distinction 
and the difference are very important. In the 
time of Jesus, it is certain that “Jews” did not 
exist anywhere, either in the sense that “Jew” 
is now applied to the period at that time, or in 
the sense that “Jew” is now applied to persons 
who have conspired to style themselves “Jews’’. 


Jesus dwelt in Judea. At that time 
in its hectic history, Judea was a province of 
the Roman Empire. During the five preceding 
centuries, Judea had been, first a province of 
the Babylonian Empire, and thereafter a like 
province in the Persian Empire, During this 
500 year period, the persons who made Judea 
their domicile were correctly called Judeans. 
“Jews” were neither a sect nor a cult in Judea. 


During the five hundred years prior 
to the birth of Christ, Judeans were not de- 
scribed, or referred to as “Jews”. This applied 
to the entire population of Judea, and to all the 
sects and cults in Judea in this period in its 
history. Contemporary literature offers proof of 
the fact Judeans saw not nor heard the word “Jew”. 


Contrary to the traditions and to the 
legends believed by all Christians, with a few 
exceptions, at the time Jesus made His home 
in Judea, Judea was not the “homeland” of the 
ancestors of the persons throughout the world 
today wno style themselves “Jews”. That myth 
existed for centuries. It has been completely 
exposed and exploded in recent years. The an- 
cestors of the persons who today style them- 
selves “Jews” never set a foot in Judea. They 
existed at that time deep in the heart of Asia, 
their “homeland”, and were known as Khazars. 
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This historic fact applies also to 
Judea prior to the time when Jesus dwelt there. 
None of the provinces of the same name which 
occupied that area under the rule cf other em- 
pires, nor any of the kingdoms or sovereign 
states which occupied that area before it be- 
came a province of the Babylonian Empire, in- 
cluding the short-lived. kingdom of Judah, were 
the “homeland” of the ancestors of those per- 
sons throughout the. world who style themselves 
“Jews” today, only to camouflage their conspiracy. 


Jesus was a Judean. Like all others 
who dwelt in Judea, Jesus was also a Judean. 
Through the ages, “Judean” has always, explicitly 
and implicitly, been a geographic or topographic 
term. By the wildest stretch of the imagination, 
the term Judean could never signify racial origin 
or form of religious worship. It could only des- 
ignite one thing, geographic place ef residence. 


Exactly as the term Texan signifies 
@ persoh making his home in Texas, the term 
Judean signifies a person making his home in 
Judea. Like the term Texan, the term Judean 
is a geographic or topographic term. There can 
be no doubt of it in the mind of a sane person. 


There are Texans in Texas today of 
all leading religious beliefs, and all principal 
racial] origins. The designation “Texan” signifies 
neither the racial origin nor the religous belief 
of any Texan. Besides being a Texan however, 
every Texan is also a member of an organized 
religious belief, or an atheist, and a Caucasian, 
Redskin Indian, Negro, or a Mongolian, racially. 


When Jesus dwelt in Judea, the 
term Judean then was as exclusively geographic 
and topographic as the term Texan is today for 
those: who dwell in Texas. Racial origin or form 
of religous worship was not insinuated then by 
the term “Judean”, nor now by the term “Texan’’. 


The racial origin and the form of 
religious worship practiced by Jesus can be estab- 
lished just as definitely as His Judean nation- 
ality is established. But beyond the peradven- 
ture of any doubt, Jesus in Judea was not aj 
member of the “race”, the “religion” or the 
“nation” of the ancestors of those persons 
throughout the world who today style themselves 
“Jews”, and thereby claim a kinship with Jesus. 


The manuscripts of the literature 
which today forms the New Testament, were 
written in the Greek language. In these original 
manuscripts of the New Testament Jesus is de- 
scribed and referred to exclusively as a Judean. 
Scripts of the New Testament were written by 
contemporaries of Jesus. They spoke and wrote 
of Jesus as a Judean, never once as a “Jew”. 


In the 4th Century the New Testa- 
ment was translated from the Greek into the 
Latin by Saint Jerome; for the first time. This 
version of the New Testament in Latin js ref- 
erred to as the Vulgate Edition. This version of 
the’New Testament was adopted by the Christian 
Church as its official version. In the Vulgate 
Edition of the New Testament Jesus is likewise 
described and referred to exclusively as a Judean. 


In neither the manuscripts of the 
original New Testament in the Greek language, 
written by the contemporaries of Jesus, nor in 
the translation into Latin by Saint Jerome, 
adopted by the Christian Church as its official 
version, was Jesus described or referred to as a 
“Jew”, Jesus was a Judean to them, never a “Jew”. 


In all the recorded history of man- 
kind prior to that period, there is no record 
of a race, religion or nationality described or 
referred to by the word “Jew”. In spite of 
the powerful propaganda effort to prove other- 
wise, self-styled ‘Jews’’ were not able to do this. 


In the year 1380 a translation of 
the New Testament from the Latin appeared for 
the first time in the English language. That 
translation is known today as the Wycliff Edi- 
tion. In the year 1554 another translation into 
the English language appeared, known today as 
the Tyndal Edition. In them Jesus is not a “Jew’’. 


In the year 1539 anwther transla- 
tion into the English language appeared, known 
today as the Cranmer Edition. In the year 1557 
another translation into the English langauge 
known taday as the Geneva Edition appeared, 
followed in the year 1582 by the Rheims Edi- 
tion, and then in 1611 by the Authorized Edition. 


These translations into the English 
language were made from the translation into 
Latin by Saint Jerome in the 4th Century. In 
these first translations into the English language, 
in each instance, the editors used the word then 
in current use in the English language for the 
word indicating Judean in Latin in the Vulgate 
Edition of the New Testament. But in no case 
did any of them use the word “Jew”, which as a 
eonsesuence, does not appear im any of these 
first translations ever to be made of the New 
‘Festament into the English language, as noted. 


In the more recent versions of the 
New Testament in the English language, the 
word “Jew” was substituted for the first time 
for the versions previously used in the English 
language for the word “Judean”. Jesus was des- 
scribed and referred to then as a “Jew” for the 
first time. The first use of the word “Jew” in 
this manner only occurred in the 17th Century. 


The word “Jew” was first coincd in 
the 17th Century. Prior to that late century, 
“Jew” did not exist in the English language. 
William Shakespeare never used the word “Jew” 
in any of his works, contrary to what is other- 
wise understood. William Shakespeare never saw 
or heard the word “Jew”. It was coined after 
he had gone to another world; strange but true. 


The introductien of the word “Jew” 
into the English vocabulary demands and de- 
serves an explanation. The wurd “Jew” in the 
English language came inte existence as a con- 
tracted and corrupted form for the earlier Old 
English word “Iudeas”. ‘“Iudeas’’ was the earli- 
est form of the word in the English language to 
convey the meaning of the corresponding word 
in Latin, in the Vulgate Edition, for “Judean”. 


The Latin “Judeaus’ comes from the 
Greek ‘“Ioudaios”. The Greek ‘Ioudaios’’ also 
means Judean. Over a peried of many centuries 
the early Old English “Iudeas’ developed into 
the 17th Century “Jew”, a leng road as will now 
be seen, from Greek “Ioudaies” to English “Jew”. 


From the “Iudeas” in early Old Eng- 
lish to the 17th Century “Jew” of modern Eng- 
lish, many other versions ef the word came into 
use and were discarded. Ber “Jew’, there came 
into use successively Gyu, Gtu, Gyu, Iu, Iuu, Iuw, 
Ieu, Ieuu, Ieuy, Iwe, Iow, Iewe, Ieue, Iue, Ive, 
Iew, and then finally in the 17th Century, Jew. 
For “Jews”, there came ime use successively 
Giwis, Giws, Gius, Gyues, Gywes, Giwes, Geus, 
Iuys, Iows, Iouis, Iews, and finally in the 17th 
Century, Jcws, with no changes after that date. 


The vocabulary of the English lan- 
guage reveals many other words which the Eng- 
lish language has acquired from forcign lan- 
guages by the same process. The English lan- 
guage creates its own shortened form, or its 
more easily pronounced form. or a form which 
is both, for fureign words which are long and 
difficult to pronounce in their foreign spelling. 
The English vocabulary was expanded from less 
than 1,000 words to more than 26,000 words in 
this manner. “Jew” thus became an English word. 


The facts set forsh here explain how 
it came to pass that in the 17th Century, for 
the first time, Jesus was described and referred 
to as a “Jew”. Then with the use of the new 
printing press in the 17th Century, the version 
of the New Testament in the English language 
Was wideiy introduced among the Enslisli-speaking 
homes, for the first time in history. And so 
to the English-speaking people, Jesus became a 
“Jew”. Self-styled “Jews” then adopted the word. 


Since the 17th Century, the word 
“Jew” has been given a few misleading second- 
ary meanings as the resulé of powerful propa- 
ganda. These misleading secondary meanings 
for the word “Jew” are totaly inconsistent with 
the original iatent and correct meaning of the 
word. These uses did not occur as a matter of 
accident. They were the product cf the most 
powerful propaganda effort in all modern history. 


This powerful propaganda effort had 
a single and simple purpose. It aimed to associate 
in the minds of Christians a common origin for 
persons throughout the world who styled them- 
selves “Jews”, and Jesus Christ whom they also 
styled a “Jew”. That became their theme scng. 

The powerful propaganda effort of 
self-styled “Jews” throughout the world today is 
directed towurds creating the belief in the minds 
of Christians that, (1) self-styled “Jews” through- 
out the world are members of a “race’’ and “na- 
tion” which worships according to an ancient 
religious belief common to all “Jews’’, and (2) 
Jesus Christ was a member of the same “race’”’ 
and “nation”, known today ag “Jews”, and that 
Jesus also practiced that same religious worship. 


A by-product of the powerful propa- 
ganda efforts of self-styled “Jews’ throughout 
the world is the belief, generally held by Chris- 
tians, of an alleged historic connection with 
Palestine, in ancient history, of the ancestors of 
self-styled “Jews’’ today. All credible evidence 
points to the fact that the aneestors of self- 
styled “Jews” today were not a “race” which 
occupied Palestine as a “nation” in ancient his- 
tory, and while temporarily resident there, cre- 
ated a new “religion”, unknown to any before them. 


The -Christ conspirators swarm- 
ing over the world today, aiming at the total 
destruction of Christianity, overlook no oppor- 
tunity to circulate the “Big Lie” that Jesus was 
a “Jew”. As stated, they also aim to convince 
Christians that Jesus was a member of the same 
“race”, the same “nation”, and the same “re- 
ligion” from whioh self-styled “Jews” today claim 
common origin for every self-styled “Jew” since. 


Self-styled “Jews” toflay are trigger- 
happy with their secret-weapen. They never 
hesitate an instant to use it upen Christians to 








“remind'’ them that, “Jesus was a Jew too”, or 
“Jesus was one ci our race’, or “You made a 
Jew your God’, or “You’ worship a Jew in your 
church”, or any of the many other: ciandardized 
similar senseless statements. Why do self-styled 


. “Jews” today make such statements when they 


know the facts to be otherwise? Ask them, why? 


Self-styled “Jews” today find no dif- 
ficulty in silencing Christians with thcir secret-+ 
weapon, “the “Big Lie” that Jesus was a “Jew”. 
It acts as a most effective gag when one is de- 
sired. As a consequence, Christians find it dif- 
ficult to discuss with self-styled “Jews” today 
many topics of the greatest importance to our 
world peace. Self-styled “Jews” appear offended 
when the topic of communism brings in religion. 


At the first hint of any iniention to 
discuss a subject which has been declared “ta- 
boo” by self-styled “Jews”, they quickly trot out 
the “Big Lie” that Jesus was a “Jew”. Chris- 
tians are immediately “reminded” that ‘Jesus 
was a Jew too”, and etc., etc., etc., ad nauseum. 
Unless Christians refrain from further discussion 
of the subject, just as sure as night follows day, 
they find themselves targets for vicious smears. 


Regardless of which way a Christian 
turns today, he is reminded constantly that Jesus 
was a “Jew”. Christians read it, see it, and hear 
it nowadays wherever they go. It sounds in- 
credible but it is nevertheless true. Christians are 
the target for this sinister propaganda from 
Christian leaders, as well as from _ self-styled 
“Jews”. Self-styed “Jews” today subsidize two 
leading Ca&ristian organizations for this work. 


Is it any wonder that today Chris- 
tians swallow the “Big Lie’, Jesus was a “Jew”? 
Where is the source of this unseen power which 
secretly underwrites Christian effort to infect 
Christian thinking with this un-Christian, non- 
Christian, and anti-Christian satanic untruth? 


Because the “Big Lie” that Jesus was 
a “Jew” is fraught with danger to Christianity, 
Christian leaders should tell Christians the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth on 
this subject in all haste. The following are a 
few examples of what is taking place. If space 
permitted, thousands of other examples are Avail- 
able. This would only serve to multiply untruth. 


The “holy of holies” of the Chris- 
tian publications, of the Protestant churches, is 
“Episcopal Church News”. It is the oldest and 
most respected of Protestant publications. It was 
founded in the year 1835. When its editors ex- 
press an opinion on any topic, their utterances 
are regarded, as the “facts of life’ on that sub- 
ject by one of the largest and most important 
segments of Christianity in the United States, 
and maybe the world.. The editorial coments 
of ita renowned editors, the Reverends C. Ed- 
ward Berger, W. Leigh Ribble and Chad Walsh, 
are the signposts indicating the direction of 
Christian thinking on any topic in the year 1953. 


The Reverends Berger, Ribble, and 
Walsh, in the December 28, 1952 issue of “Epis- 
copal Church News” featured an editorial under 
the title, “The Circumcision of Christ”. Those 
three eminent Reverends can hardly be charged 
with ignorence of the facts stated in this pub- 
lication, or with indifference to the truth. Every 
fact stated here is Gospel truth with which they 
must be familiar, and with which they can 
neither express doubt nor disagreement. But in 
spite of all proof to the contrary, this statement 
appeared in the aforementioned recent editorial: 


“CHRIST WAS A JEW ...IN A VERY 
REAL SENSE ALL CHRISTIANS ARE JEWS.” 


The very eminent Reverends, John 
Haynes Holmes, Minister Emeritus. and Donald 
Harrington, the present Minister of the Commu- 
nity Church in New York City, are two out- 
standing Protestant Churchmen, with a large 
nation-wide acceptance for their points of view. 

The New York Times, of December 
22, 1952, gives prominence, as a news item, to 
the eighth “Christmas-Hanukah” celebration held 
jointly by the Reverends Holmes and Harrington, 
in Cemmunity Church on December 21, 1952. 
This highly publicized annual event attracts a 
large attendance, and is given very efiective pub- 
licity from coast-to-coast by self-styled “Jews”. 


Consistent with the pattern of the 
propaganda effort of Christian clergymen today, 
Reverend Holmes stressed the point that “Jesus 
was a Jew’, as he so often does in his public 
statements. The New York Times confirms Rev- 
erend Holmes’ emphasis on the “Big Lie” that 
Jesus was a “Jew” with the following reference 
to his remarks to that effect, at the celebration: 
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“CTTING THE FACT THAT JESUS WAS A 
JEW, HE (Reverend Holmes) SAID .. .” 


The sermon delivered in the Holy 
Name Cathedral in Chicago, by the Reverend 
Thomas A. Meehan, editor of “The New World’, 
Chicago archdiocese newspaper, was quoted and 
commented upon in the May 24, 1952 issue of 
“The Parish Calendar’, a periodical published by 
Saint Stephens Church in Philadelphia. Penn. 


The entire back-page of “The Par- 
ish Calendar’? was devoted to quotations from 
that sermon, and comments of the editor. Space 
here will only permit a short extract from it. 
The entire page is filled throughout with senti- 
ments like the following out of that sermon: 


"REV. THOMAS A. MEEHAN ... REMIND- 
ED (HIS CONGREGATION) THAT THE 
‘DEAREST AND MOST INTIMATE FRIEND 
OF EVERY TRUE CATHOLIC IS A JEW— 
AND HIS NAME IS JESUS CHRIST’... 
AND ‘IF IT WASN'T FOR THE JEWS WE 
WOULD NOT HAVE JESUS CHRIST SINCE 
IN ‘A SENSE THEY GAVE HIM TO US’...” 


What defense can they plead for 
giving “aid and comfort to the enemy?”, as they 
are doing. It is rightfully said, “half the truth is 
more damgerous than a lie’. If they know only 
half the truth, it behooves’them to reserve mak- 
ing pubHe utterances until they know all the 
facta. regardless of the subject. The world ex- 
pecta from them “the truth, the whole truth, 
and ne@hing but the truth”, but does not get it. 


When questioned in private, Rever- 
end Birkhead acknowledges that Jesus was not a 
“Jew”. But in his “column” in a December issue 
of ‘Expose’, Reverend Birkhead’s first line is the 
direct opposite of what he knows to be the truth: 


“JESUS WAS A JEW. CHRISTIANS GO 
TO CHURCH EVERY SUNDAY AND WOR- 
SHIP JESUS THE JEW.” 


The Christians who accept Reverend 
Birkhead as a Christian minister will be sur- 
prised to learn that Reverend Birkhead has for 
many years been an undercover propagandist for 
the anti-Christ conspirators. The anti-Christ 
conspirators have contributed millions of dollars 
to Reverend Birkhead’s anti-Christ organization 
called, “Priends of Democracy”, which is in fact 
one of the many “fronts” for the anti-Christ 
B'nai Brrith’s Anti-defamation League “gestapo’’. 


To an equal degree with other de- 
ceptions, the anti-Christ conspirators succeeded 
in deceiving Christians concerning the form of 
religious worship practiced by Jesus. The anti- 
Christ conspirators knowingly, wilfully and mali- 
ciously represent “Judaism” as the form of re- 
ligious worship practiced and approved by Jesus. 


Christians at grass-root levels under- 
stand neither the origin of, nor the ideology of, 
“Judaism”. What Christians today know concern- 
ing “Judaism” is the product of powerful propa- 
ganda. It is not a true picture of its origin or 
ideology. Christians are told about “Judaism” 
only what self-styled “Jews” today wish them 
to believe. Other facts are kept from Christians. 


However, the Christian clergy know 
the “facts of life” concerning “Judaism”. That 
subject is thoroughly aired in Christian theolog- 
ical seminaries. ‘The Christian clergy cannot with 
grace plead ignorance like the Christian layman. 


Self-styled “Jews” now exert a form of 
ideclogical duress upon Christians. They have 
decreed a “taboo” upon public discussion of the 
alleged confraternity of Jesus and “Judaism”. A 
prohibition by self-styled “Jews” inhibits the 
Christian clergy or laity from public discussion 
of what Jesus thought and said about “Judaism”. 


The Christian hierarchies rcalize 
that violation of this “taboo” by them will invite 
a smear campaign against them. ‘They have 
witnessed, and in many cages tasted, the havoc 
wrought by the smear campaigns of the anti- 
Christ conspirators. They are not unaware of 
the countless mediums owned or controlled by 
them, and in constant readiness to go to work 
on Christians who dare to ignore their “taboos”. 


The fear of this smear is the fac- 
tor which operates to keep this subject “under 
wraps”. Will the fear of this smear keep this 
subject “umder wraps’ forever? It is often true 
that discretion is the better part of valor. Under 
the circumstances it may be wiser to display 
a little more valor and a little less discretion. 


The anti-Christ conspirators have 
nothing to fear but the truth. They can van- 
quish anything but the truth. ‘Truth is indi- 
visible anm@ imdestructible. They are powerless 
against ¥- They fear the truth worse than the 
devil fears holy water. The truth must be told! 


The anti-Christ conspirators will 
stop at nothing to prevont Cnhiistians from 
learning the truth about Jesus and His alleged 
coniraternity with “Judaism”. Wh<cn Christions 
learn the truth about that form of religious wor- 
ship self-styled “Jews” today refer to as “Juda- 
ism” in the time of Jesus, they will not believe 
the fiction of an alleged confraternity betwcen 
Jesus and “Judaism”. The truth will end all doubt. 


Different origins distinguish “Jew” 
and “Judaism”. They sound alike to the ear, 
but that is all. ‘Jew’ sounds like the first syl- 
lable of “Judaism”. But it is not. Christians have 
been an easy prey for self-styled ‘“Jews’’ because 
“Jew” and “Judaism” have similar sounds. Put 
this synthetic confusion must not eclipse truth. 


The powerful propaganda effort of 
self-styled “Jews” in modern history has taken 
two totally unrelated words and made thea 
mean almost the same thing. Christians must 
leave no stone unturned to find out the facts 
about “Judaism’’. Is it to be a case of“tco little 
and too late” im the case of Christianity also? 


This is “the truth, the whole trutn, 
and nothing but lhe truth® about the origin and 
theological content of “Judaisrh’’. The facts re- 
cited here upon this subject could not be more 
authentic. The authority for any fact stated 
here is reliable. The sources of information are 
the most highly regarded textbooks on the sub- 
ject by the most respected authorities among 
self-styled “Jews”, specialists in this very subject 


For many centuries, Christians have 
been fed powerful propaganda reiterating that in 
the time of Jesus in Judea a form of religious 
worship was practiced there known as “Judaism”. 
This powerful propaganda also alleged that 
“Judaism” was the form of religious worship 
practiced by Jesus, and by His family. prior to 
His birth. They call the Holy Mother a ‘“Jewess’’. 


Christians for centuries have as- 
sumed Judeans were really “Jews” and that 
that “Judaism’’ was the form of religious worship 
practiced by Jesus. Christians for centurics have 
also assumed that Judeans were “Jews” and that 
“Judaism” was the form of religious worship 
practiced by ‘Jews’ wherever they happened to 
exist, or drift, during the past 2,000 year period. 


However, “Judaism” was not a form 
of religious worship practiced in Judea in the 
time of Jesus. “Judaism’’ was not a form of re- 
ligious worship practiced in Judea at that time. 
Then, or prior to that time, ‘Judaism’ was un- 
known in Judea to the ‘sect whom self-styled 
“Jews” today refer to as the “Jews’’ in Judea, in 
the time of Jesus. There was no “Judaism” then. 


The word “Judaisn:” did not yet exist in the 
time of Jesus. The word ‘Judaism’ was only 
coined after the Crucifixion. And when the word 
“Judaism” was coined it did not refer to a form 
of -religious worship. It referred to the civiliza- 
tion of Judea, meaning its language, poetry. art, 
Science, manners, customs, and its institutions 
among which were widely differing forms of re- 
ligious worship practiced in Judea at that time. 


Flavius Josephus, a historian writ- 
ing in the Greek language, coined the word 
“Judaism”. Flavius Josephus, searching in the 
Greek language for the Greek word to express 
Judean civilization, found no such word in the 
Greek language. Flavius Josephus was Seeking a 
word for the civilization, not for any religion. 


Flavius Josephus was writing for the 
instruction of the Greeks and Romans at the 
time. Flavius Josephus sought in vain for the 
word which indicated the civilization of Judea, 
to be able to contrast it in his writings then 
with the civilization of Greece, or “Hellenism’’ as 
it was known. Necessity for such a word com- 
pelled Flavius Josephus to coin one. “Judaism” 
is the word Flavius Josephus thereupon coined 
to describe the civilization of Judea. There was 
no corresponding word in any other language to 
specifically identify the civilization of Judea. 

“Judaism” was not the name of a 
form of religious worship practiced anywhere on 
the face of this earth in the time of Jesus. How 
could “Judaism” then have been the form of re- 
ligicus worship practiced by Jesus in Judea? 
None of the many religious sects in Judea in 
the time of Jesus practiced a form of religious 
worship known as “Judaism’’, including the sect 
whom self-styled “Jews” today refer to as “Jews” 

During his lifetime, Flavius Josephus 
was regarded as a “traitor to his race’ by the 
sect in Judea referred to by self-styled “Jews” 
today as “Jews” then, but he was not that at all. 
His historical works accurately exposed and ex- 
plained the part played in the politics of the 
nation by this sect conspiring to become its rulers. 


The religious sect in Judea, in the 
time of Jesus, which all self-styled “Jews’’ today 
refer to as “Jews” then, was the religious sect 
known as “Pharisees”. “Judaism” today and the 
“Pharisiaism” in the time of Jesus arc the same. 


The “Pharisees”, the sect in Judea 
in the time of Jesus, referred to by self-styled 
“Jews” today as “Jews” in Judeu, in the time of 
Jesus, were forbidden under severc penalties from 
reading any of the works of Flavius Josephus, 
or from adopting any of his theological, prac- 


tical, cr historical ideas. Hence, the term “Juda- 
ism’' rcfnained absolutely unknown to.them all. 


It was only in comparatively recent 
times, after self-styled “Jews” in modern history 
became familiar with Christian literature, ‘hut 
they began to name their form of religious wor- 
Ship “Judaism”. It is a modern innovaticn that 
confuses Christians who are not told the facts. 


The Christian writers had _ seizx} 
upon the name “Judaism” to distinguish Chris- 
tianity fromm all other forms of religious worship 
practiced prior to Christianity. Christian writers 
preserved the word “Judaism’’ by mere accident, 
and, it was only in comparatively recent times 
that self-styled ‘“Jews’’’ discovered the word in 
Christian literature, and commenced to use it 
as the name for their form of religious worship. 


The word in the Greek language 
coined by Flavius Josephus to describe the civil- 
izaticn of Judea was “Ioudaismus”. From. the 
Greck “Ioudaismus” came the Latin “Judaismus’. 
From the Latin “Judaismus” ‘came the Englis! 
“Judaism”, now the official title for the form 
of religious worship of self-styled “Jews” toduy. 


The first appearance in the English 
language of a word from the Latin “Judaismus’ 
appeared in the year 1494... That word was 
“Tudaisme’”’. The first recorded appearance” in 
the English language of the’ word “Judaism” 
was inthe year 1725. It is of modern vintage. 


The English used the word “Juda- 
ism” in its most limited sense. They used it 
to describe the form of religious worship prgqe- 
ticed by self-styled “Jews”. As explained earlier, 
the Christian writers had seized upon the word 
“Judaism” for that purpose only very recently. 


In the time of Jesus there were no 
words in any of the Semitic languages corre- 
sponding with the Greek “Ioudaismus”. If such 
a word did exist in,any of the nineteen Semitic 
languages, it would have appeared in Aramaic 
or Syriac, the two Semitic languages then chiefly 
Spoken in that area in the time of Jesus. There 
was no word for the civilization of Judea in. any 
langauge, requiring that such a word be coined. 


The form of religious worship prac- 
ticed in Judea in the time of Jesus, referred to 
by self-styled “Jews” today as “Judaism”. was 
known at that time to the people in Judea as 
“The Traditions of the Pharisees”. Historians 
and theologians have shortened it to “Pharisa- 
“ism”, the discarded ancient name for “Judaism”. 


The religious form of worship in 
Judea in the day of Jesus, known as “Pharisaism’”, 
has emerged in modern history under _ its 
new name, “Judaism”. The world’s outstanding 
authority on the subject is Professor Louis 
Finkelstein of The Jewish Theological Seminary 
of America, who’ supplies proof of this fact. 


Professor Finkelstein, in his classic 
work on the subject, “The Pharisees, ‘The Sociol- 
ogical Background of Their Faith”, published in 
1946 by The Jewish Publication Society of Amer- 
ica, én Philadelphia, states his findings thus: 


“Pharisaism besame Talmudism, Talmudism 
became Modern Rabbinism But 
throughout these changes in name . the 
spirit of the ancient Pharisee survives unaltered 

. When the Jew studies the Talmud, he is 
acurately repeating the arguments used in the 
Palestinian academies . . from Palestine to 
Babylon; from Babylonia to North Africa, Italy, 
Spein, France, Germany; from these to Poland, 
Russian and eastern Europe generally. ancient 
Pharisaism has wandered ... eightcenth and 
nineteenth centuries produced spirited and di- 
verse types, yet united in their loyalty to their 
ancient teaching ... As recently as the latte: 
half of the nineteenth century, there were rabbi: 
who . were the cquals of the greatest oi 
the Pharisaic or Talmudic sages . . . demon- 
strates the enduring importance which attache» 
to Pharisaism as a religious movement”. 

Self-styled “Jews” today, throug?.- 

out the world, regard Michael L. Rodkinson ¢: 

the best qualified expert in all history on tle 
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erigin of self-siyled * Jews”, and their form of 
religious worsh::), called “Judaism”. An interna- 
tdomal conference of his co-religionists unani- 
mously selected Rodkinson to make the “official” 
translation of the Talmud into English from its 
original texts in the languages they call Hebrew. 


Rodkinson’s translation of the Tal- 
mud into English appeared under the title, “New 
Edition of the Babylonian Talmud’. Rodkinson's 
translation of the Talmud is recognized and 
accepted by foremost theologians of all leading re- 
Bgious beliefs thoughout the world as the most 
authoritative translation of the original text of 
the Talmud. Its reliability is never questioned. 


Rodkinson’s “New Edition of the 
Rabylonian Talmud” is today the “official” text 
ef self-styled “Jews”, and their religious leaders. 
As sated on its title page, The Reverend Isaac 
M. Wise, the famous president of The Hebrew 
Union College of Cincinnati, Ohio, “revised and 
eorrected”’ the first edition, with his endorsement. 


In the Editor’s Preface, in Volume I, 
ef Rodkinson’s “New Edition of the Babylonian 
Talmud”, .in the chapters under the title, “The 
Mistory of the Talmud”, appears this very signif- 
want statement, which tells the whole story: 


“THE MODERN JEW IS THE 
PRODUCT OF THE TALMUD.” 


In LOOK Magazine for June 17, 
1962, a feature appeared under the title, “What 
Ba Jew?”. This propaganda was put into LOOK 
Magazine by its sponsors because it has a cir- 
@alation of over 4,500,000 copies, a very virile 
mediur. for powerful propaganda. But this prop- 
aganda is reacting against them like a boomerang. 


The author’s name of ‘What Is a 
Jew?” appears as Rabbi Morris N. Kertzer. Rabbi 
Kertzer is represented as the president of the 
“Jewish Chaplains Association of the Armed 
Forces”, and “director of Interreligious Activities 
for the American Jewish Committee’. Rabbi 
Kertzer ‘has distinguished himself among his co- 
religionists, and Christians, as an outstanding 
authority on the subject about which this article 
however does not at all present a true picture. 


The article, “What Is a Jew?”, con- 
sists of questions asked of Rabbi Kertzer, and 
his answers to the questions. The question with 
the most important implications is the question, 
“What is the Talmud?”. Rabbi Kertzer, the 
“noted authority’, as Look Magazine describes 
him, gives the following answer to that question, 
to “help set the record straight”, as LOOK 
Magazine describes Rabbi Kertzer's explanation: 


“The Talmud consists of 63 books of legal 
ethical, and historical writings of the ancient 
rabbis. It was edited five centuries after 
the birth of Jesus. It is a compendium of 
law and lore. IT IS THE LEGAL CODE 
WHICH FORMS THE BASIS OF JEWISH 
RELIGIOUS LAW AND. IS THE TEXTBOOK 
USED IN THE TRAINING OF RABBIS”. 


As stated by Professor Finkelstein, 
in “The Pharisees, The Sociological Background 
of Their Faith’, quoted earlier, and confirmed 
by every leading authority among self-styled 
“Jews”, and Christians, the form of religious 
worship practiced by self-styled “Jews” today 
under the name “Judaism”, is the 20th Century 
version of “Pharisaism”’, under its. different name. 


Self-styled “Jews” leave no choice 
to Christians. Christians henceforth must regard 
“Judaism” as the new name for the ancient 
form of religious worship practiced in the time 
ef Jesus under the name “Pharisaism”. Chris- 
tians must try to learn the answers to these two 
questions. Firstly, what composed the theological 
content of “Pharisaism’’, and secondly, what was 
the attitude of Jesus towards the beliefs and 
the practices of the Pharisees, as He told it. 


Jesus despised, detested, and de- 
nounced the beliefs and practices of the “Phari- 
sees” with all the vehemence and vigor He could 
command. As that “great warrior’, the Honor- 
able Alfred E. Smith, said, if in doubt “take a 
look at the record’. The New Testament is the 
best evidence that Jesus was the implacable 
enemy of the theological tenets and civic con- 
eept of the “Pharisees”. The New Testament is 
the most authentic source of evidence on this. 


The attitude of Jesus and His fol- 
lowers, towards the Talmud. has never been a 
mystery to self-styled “Jews”. Referring to “the 
persecutors” of the Talmud, “during twenty cen- 
turies”, Rodkinson in his “History of the Tal- 
mud” confirms the belligerence of Jesus towards 
the Talmud, with a fact which dispels any doubt: 


“THE PERSECUTORS OF THE TALMUD 


(were) .. . THE FOLLOWERS OF JESUS”. 
Rabbi Kertzer, in the article “What 
Is a Jew?”, bearing his name, explains that 


the Talmud contains, “thousands of wonderful 
parables, biographical sketches, historical notes, 
humorous anecdotes, and epigrams”. Rabbi Kert- 


zer failed to mention that the Talmud also con- 
tains statements, of a very different character, 
far in excess of the number of “moral maxims” in 
Rabbi Kertzer’s remark. Was it only oversight? 


Rabbi Kertzer emphasizes the “moral 
maxims of the Talmud’, and supplies as ex- 
amples, “Give every man the benefit of the 
doubt, “An ignorant man cannot be a pious 
one’, and, “Don’t look at the flask but at what 
it contains’. Accepting the timely invitation 
extended by the spirit expressed in the “moral 
maxim”, cited above by Rabbi Kertzer, to take a 
“look” at what the “flask’’ contains, it will not 
be out of place to take a “look” into the Talmud, 
to see what it “contains’’, which might enlighten 
Christians about what the Talmud says of them. 


Rabbi Kertzer omitted from the 
“moral maxims” quoted by him, in “What Is a 
Jew?’, any reference to the passages in the Tal- 
mud which refer to Christians, Christianity or 
to Jesus Christ. Rabbi Kertzer completely omits 
any “moral maxims” of the Talmud on _ those 
three topics, although the Talmud abounds with 
them. The omission may have been intentional 
or accidental. ‘Che references in the Talmud to 
these three topics symbolize the pattern of the 
anti-Christ conspiracy. The mouthings of self- 
styled “Jews” on the subject of “brotherhood” 
are a mockery of the word while the Talmud 
remains the “textbook” used to “train rabbis”. 


Translations from the original texts 
of the Talmud by Hebraist scholars reveals the 
following references in the Talmud to Christians, 
Christianity, and to Jesus Christ; the one object 
of all the actions and prayers of the Jews should 
be to destroy the Christian religion; Jews must 
never leave Christians in peace; Jews must never 
submit to Christians; all Christians, including 
the best, are to be killed; those who kill Chris- 
tians shall have a high place in heaven; no fes- 
tival, no matter how solemn, must _pre- 
vent the beheading uf a Christian; in their pray- 
ers the Jews sigh for the coming of a revenge- 
ful Messiah; a Jew who kille a Christian com- 
mits no sin, but offers an acceptable sacrifice 
to God; the only sacrifice necessary is the ex- 
termination of the Christians; Christians are 
to be killed because they are tyrants; baptized 
Jews are to be put to death; a Christian who 
is found studying the Talmud merits death; 
Jews are obliged to unite together to destroy 
traitors amongst them; a Christian in danger of 
death must not be helped; a sick Christian must 
not be aided; a Christian woman in childbirth 
must not be helped; a Jew must always try to 
deceive Christians; a Jew may lie and perjure 
himself to condemn a Christian; a Jew is al- 
lowed to practice perjury on Christians; Chris- 
tians may be defrauded; lost property of Chris- 
tians must not be returned to them; Christians 
must not be told if they pay too mueh to 
a Jew; a Jew is forbidden to teach a trade to 
Christians; a Jew is forbidden to sell his farm 
to Christians; Christian “idols” must be spoken 
of with contempt; a Jew is not allowed to men- 
tion the things which Christians use for their 
idolatrous worship; it is not permitted to praise 
a Christian; good is not to be done to Chris- 
tians; avoid Christians as nurses; avoid Chris- 
tians as teachers; avoid Christians as doctors, 
avoid Christians as barbers; avoid Christians as 
obstreticians; avoid Christians because they are 
idolators; a Christian cannot be used as a 
witness; a Jew must not go before a Chris- 
tian judge; the souls of Christians are 
unclean; Christians propagate like beasts; Chris- 
tians are worse than animals; Christians dif- 
fer only in form from beasts; Jesus Christ 
was illegitimate, and was conceived during men- 
struation; Jesus Christ had the soul of Esau; 
Jesus Christ was a fool, a conjurer. a seducer; 
Jesus Christ was crucified, buried in hell, and 
set up as an idol ever since by His followers. 


The Talmud contains very complete 
data on such’ subjects as, sodomy with children; 
cohabitation with children three years of age; 
unnatural intercourse; incest; uses of semen; 
seduction; rape; sexual intercourse between 
mother and son; puberty; bestiality; virginity; 
menstruation; bridal obligation; intercourse on 
Sabbath days; conjugal duty according to class; 
compensation for various forms of violation; con- 
traceptives; sex relations with animals; adultery; 
coition; and many more subjects too vile to men- 
tion here and now. Its obsenity is too degenerate. 


In view of the startling informa- 
tion given here, much of it for the first time, 
serious doubt may arise whether the Talmud in 
use’ by self-styled “Jews” today, and the Talmud 
of the “Pharisees’’, contain the same material. 
The great authority on that subject, Michael L. 
Rodkinson, answers that question in his, “The 
Talmud at Stake’ in which he states as follows: 


“AT THE BEGINNING OF THE TWENTI- 
ETH CENTURY ‘ Sa THE TALMUD 
ae WAS SO SAVED THAT NOT EVEN 
A SINGLE LETTER IS MISSING; ANC 
NOW IT IS FLOURISHING TO SUCH 
A DEGREE AS CANNOT BE FOUND IN 
ITs PAST HISTORY, AS WILL BE 
SEEN FURTHER ON”. (emphasis supplied) 

The unchanging texts of the Talmud 
over a period of 2000 years, and its influence 
upon self-styled “Jews” throughout the world, 





is Lest expressed by the eminent kodkiason in 


his “Introduction” to his “The History of the 
‘Talmud’, wherein he further. states as follows: 


“DURING THE TWENTY CENTURIES OF 
ITS EXISTENCE . IT SURVIVED IN 
ITS ENTIRETY, AND NOT ONLY HAS 
THE POWER OF ITS FOES FAILED TO 
DESTROY EVEN A SINGLE LINE, BUT 
IT HAS NOT BEEN ABLE MATERIALLY 
TO WEAKEN ITS’ INFLUENCE FOR 
ANY LENGTH OF TIME. IT DOMINATES 
THE MINDS OF A WHOLE PEOPLE, 
WHO VENERATE ITS CONTENTS AS 
THE DIVINE TRUTH”. (‘emphasis supplied) 


Self-styled ‘“Jews’’ now, as for ages, 
concentrate upon deceiving Christians into the 
belief that self-styled “Jews” today, throughout 
the world, are rightly claiming a common origin 
with Jesus. This fraudulent allegation can now 
be exposed and exploded by enlightened history. 


Self-styled “Jews’’ are a very mixed 
group of races and nationalities, whose ancest- 
ors were converted to ‘Judaism’, over long spans 
of time, exactly as Christians, Moslems, Hindus, 
and other mixed racial and national groups, in 
remote areas of the world, were; also converted. 
during this same span of time, to other leading 
religious beliefs. Self-styled “Jews” today are 
not members of a “race’’ which gave Jesus to us. 


Self-styled “Jews’ who profess “Ju- 
daism” should not be called “Jews” by Christians. 
Self-styled “Jews”, to be correctly described, are 
“Judaists’. “Judaist’” is the correct term. Those 
who profess “Judaism” are “Judaists’’ by the 
same rule which applies to Catholics, Protestants, 
or any other religious group. The names of relig- 
ions beliefs, and those who profess these beliefs, 
are derived from the names of the religious belief. 

Self-styled “Jews” reject “Judaist’’, 
and insist upon “Jew’’, since Jesus -is_ called 
“Jew” in English translations of.the New Test- 
ament. The extent of the fraud is apparent, at 
qnce, when the fact is revealed that “Jew’’, as 
applied to Jesus in' the English translation of 
the New Testament, actually was intended to 
signify “Judean”. Surely the self-styled “Jews” 
thoughout the world, do not claim that they are 
“Jews”, in the sense that they are -Judeans, or 
even the decendants of Judeans. Or do they? 

“Jew” and “Judaism” only sound 
alike. That is the only basis upon which their 
claim of common origin rests. There is no more 
basis for alleged common origin of “Jew” and 
“Judaism” than there is for “rub” and “rubbish’’, 
for “fan” and “fanatic”, for “sum” or “summer,” 
or for any two words, only because they sound 
alike. The word “Jew” is not a part of “Judaism’’. 

“Jewish” is also a much misused, and 
a little understood word. What is really meant 
by “Jewish”, is “Judaic”. Self-styled “Jews’’ pre- 
fer “Jewish” to “Judaic”, because “Jewish” ties 
them up a little closer with Jesus, whom they 
always call “Jew”. Wherever “Jewish” is used, 
“Judaic” is the correct word to use, and it 
should be used as the correct substitute for 
“Jewish”, always, without fear of contradiction. 

Finally, Jesus was not a “Jew”, and 
“Judaism” was not the form of religious wor- 
ship practiced by Jesus. Let him who can prove 
otherwise hasten to come forward with the proof. 
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